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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The reference to "(b)" is unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 9, 10, and 11 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Rose in view of Quartararo Jr. 

Rose discloses a method of identifying clothing combinations, the method comprises: 
(a) identifying a first article of clothing and a search request (col. 8 lines 48-51 discloses 
the user selecting START AGAIN which is read as a search request and then selecting 
an article of clothing from one of a plurality of such articles; (b) identifying a set of rules 
for selecting clothing combinations (col. 8 lines 52 et seq. selection of the fashion 
reflection submenu is read as identifying since it must be identified before it is selected) 
; (c) transmitting the identification of the first article of clothing, the search request and 
the identification of the set of rules to a rules engine (Fig. 5 illustrates the result of such 
a transmission which occurs once the user inputs); and (d) receiving an identification of 
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a second article of clothing that satisfies the set of rules (see cols 9 and 10 under Do's 
to wear). 

However, Rose fails to disclose in step (a) using a tag embedded in the material 
of an article of clothing to identify and generate a search request. However, Quartararo 
et al. do disclose sewing the tag within the garment col. 3 line 56, i.e. embedding to 
identify it. It would be obvious to modify the identification step in Rose to include. the RF 
ID tag of Quatararo et al. to identify the article of clothing the motivation being to give 
the user the advantage of picking an actual clothing article and automatically causing 
the computer to initiate the identify and search initiate step. 

Re claim 2: wherein the set of rules includes rules for permissible color combinations 
see col. 9 line 63, col. 10 lines 36, 23-26. 

Re claim 3: wherein the set of rules include rules for permissible pattern combinations 
see col. 9 line 30, col. 10 lines 5,14. 

Re claim 10: Quartararo discloses using the tag to identify among other things, the 
owner of the clothing article, it is obvious to modify the Rose to use a user ID this would 
allow mixing of articles of different owners in a single closet. 

Re claim 5: selecting the first article of clothing from a selection of clothing in a brick and 
mortar store (col. 1 lies 10-50 discuss resolving problem of trying on in department 
stores). 

Re claims 6, 9: selecting the first article of clothing from a selection of clothing offered 
for sale by a web site (col. 1 lies 10-50 discuss resolving problem of trying on in internet 
stores). 
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RE claim 1 1 : receiving the identification of a third article of clothing that satisfies the 
search request is read as the third of the plural suggestions set forth under the 
categories DO WEAR in cols 9 and 10. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that, 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the - 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3,5-1 1 , 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Suzuki et al. in view of Quartararo et al. 

Suzuki et al. disclose: a) identifying a first article of clothing and a search request 
(clothing article is taken into fitting room and the RF tag attached to the clothing 
identifies the article and search engine 40 starts request); (b) identifying a set of rules 
for selecting clothing combinations (col. 6 lines 50 et seq. engine 40); (c) transmitting 
the identification of the first article of clothing, the search request and the identification 
of the set of rules to a rules engine (RF tag transmits the item taken into fitting room and 
identifies rules based upon PLU table); and (d) receiving an identification of a second 
article of clothing that satisfies the set of rules (see col. 7 recommendation list 54 
includes products with a similar style). However, Suzuki et al. fail to disclose embedding 
an ID tag in the material of the clothing article. However, Quartararo et al. do disclose 
sewing the tag within the garment col. 3 line 56, i.e. embedding. It would be obvious to 
modify the Suzuki et al. to embed the RF tag of Suzuki et al. into the article of clothing 
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with which it is associated the motivation being the ability to repeatedly identify the 
article of clothing even without any discernable tag. 

Re claim 2: wherein the set of rules includes rules for permissible color combinations 
(module 42 analyzes color) 

Re claim 3: wherein the set of rules include rules for permissible pattern combinations 
(similarity module 42 matches same style e.g. patterns). 

Re claim 5: selecting the first article of clothing from a selection of clothing in a brick and 
mortar store (Suzuki discloses a retail store) 

Re claims: 6, 9: selecting the first article of clothing from a selection of clothing offered 
for sale by a web site and the first article of clothing is not owned by the user but rather 
by the store. 

Re claim 7: the first and second articles of clothing are owned by the same person 
(Quartararo teaches owning all clothing by one person to identify that person). The 
motivation is the same for this as it is set forth above. 

Re claim 8: Official notice is taken regarding the old and well known practice of trying to 
match one's clothes with an article of clothing that one is attempting to purchase. It 
being understood that the second article of clothing being owned by the store is not part 
of the user's current wardrobe. 

Re claim 10: Quartararo discloses using the tag to identify among other things, the 
owner of the clothing article, it is obvious to modify the Rose to use a user ID this would 
allow mixing of articles of different owners in a single closet. 
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Re claim 1 1 : receiving the identification of a third article of clothing that satisfies the 
search request Suzuki in cols. 9 and 10 discloses successive clothing articles being 
fitted including at least three fittings. 

Re claim 36: the trial history 70 in Suzuki is read as an editing the set of rules as the 
trial history is updated by different clothing and hence the rules are changed by new 
habits. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Joseph A. 
Fischetti at telephone number (703) 305-0731 . 



Joseph A. Fischetti 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 





